
G O V E R N M E N T  OF THE DISTRICT O F  C O L U M B i A  
B O A R D  O F  Z O N I N G  A D J U S T M E N T  

Applicat ion KO. 13078 of  Penta l  Assoc ia tes ,  I n c . ,  pursuant 
t o  Sub-section 8 2 0 7 , 2  of  t he  Zoning Regulat ions.  for a 
special. exception under Paragraph 6101141 t o  cont inue t o  
m e r a t e  a parking l o t  i n  an SP-2 ? i s t r i . c t  a t  t h e  premises 
435-37 H S t r e e t ,  V,W.  (Squsre 5 1 7 ,  Lots 816 and 817).  

1. The sub jec t  proper ty  i s  l oca t ed  on the  n o r t h  s i d e  
of E' S t r e e t  near  i t s  i n t e r s e c t i o n  wi th  l lassachuset ts  Ave., 
i n  ar? SP-2 zone d i s t r i c t  a t  premises linovn as 435-37 ti S t r e  
F?. 12. 

2 .  The sub jec t  property has been operated a s  a parking 
faci l i tzy pursuant t o  t h i s  Board's k d e r  FTo, l1?41 dated 
June I ; ,  1'376. 

3 ,  The app l i can t  seeks Demiss ion  t o  cont inue the 
opera t ion  o f  a par1ri.n.g f a c i l i t y  a t  t h i s  s i t e .  

4 ,  This app l i ca t ion  w a s  granted pursuant t o  37A Order No, 
119Ll. on t h e  condi t ion  t h a t  t he  anp l i can t  landscane t h e  Ti 
S t r e e t  f ron tage  i n  accordance with a landscaping nlan approved 
i n  a p r i o r  B7A Prder ?Jo. 11262, T h e  Board s t i p u l a t e d  t h a t  
such a landscaping p lan  be complied wi th  wi th in  s i x t y  days 
of t h e  f i n a l  d a t e  of Order "30. 1 1 9 4 1 ,  P r e p r e s e n t a t i v e  of 
t h e  app l i can t  t e s t i f i e d  t5a t  i10 landscaping ex i s t ed  a t  the  
present  and t h a t  t o  h i s  knowledge, no landscaping has been 
provided pursuant t o  t h e  Board's k d e r s .  

5 .  The app l i can t  also did n o t  seek r e l i e f  from t h e  con- 
d i t i o n s  previously imposed by the  Board, or submit an a l t e r -  
n a t i v e  plan.  

6 .  The suh jec t  l o t s  a r e  p a r t  of a row of  l o t s  l g  the  
app l i can t  which are used f o r  parking purposes,  The o ther  l o t s  
do not  r e q u i r e  Board aDproval because they e x i s t e d  p r i o r  t o  t k e  
adoption of t h e  p re sen t  Zoning Regulat ions,  
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7 .  The photographs submitted by t he  app l i can t  w i th  the  
a n p l i c a t i o n  show t h a t  t h e  p r o p e r t y  i s  not  ~ 7 e l l  main ta ined ,  i s  

8 .  There was no r e p o r t  from Advisory Yeighobrhood 

rat?by i n  appearance and has a de l e t e r ious  e f f e c t  on t h e  a r e a ,  

Commission 2 C  on t h i s  a p p l i c a t i o n ,  

9 .  The app l i can t  t e s t i f i e d  t h a t  he had assembled a 
major i ty  of  t he  property i n  t h i s  square €or r e s i d e n t i a l  
development and t h a t  development would l i k e l y  occur wi th in  
t h r e e  yea r s .  

10, There a r e  r e s i d e n t i a l  s t r u c t u r e s  devoted t o  r e s i -  
d e n t i a l  use  ad jacent  to t h i s  property wi th  we l l  maintained 
lawns, 

1-1. There was no oppos i t ion  t o  t h e  gran t ing  of t h i s  
app l i ca t ion .  

I n  consider ing an a p p l i c a t i o n  for a s p e c i a l  except ion ,  
the  Board must f i n d  t h a t  an app l i can t  has complied with t h e  
s p e c i f i c  requirements of t h e  7oning Pegulat ions set  f o r t h  
f o r  t h a t  s p e c i a l  except ion,  and a l s o  t h e  genera l  requirement 
of !+.h-section 8 2 0 7 . 2 ,  The apv l i can t  presented no evidence 
o r  testimony a s  t o  how t h e  proposed cont inua t ion  m e t  t h e  r e -  
quirements of Paragraph 4101,41, There was no inforniation 
presented a s  t o  how the  use would comply w i t h  t h e  p r o h i b i t i o n  
of commuter parking.  The Board Is0 no tes  t h a t  t h e  app l i can t  
did no t  comply wi th  s p e c i f i c  req irements of t he  l a s t  Eoard 

regarding t h e  implementation of a landscape p l an ,  The 
f u r t h e r  no te s  t h a t  t he  app l i can t  has been d i r ec t ed  t o  

landscape the l o t  a t  l e a s t  twice i n  the  p a s t  a f a i l e d  
t o  do s o .  The Board pates t h a t  t h e  appearance o f  t he  l o t  i s  
very poor, and has an adverse e f f e c t  on ad jacent  p rope r ty ,  
The Eoard t h e r e f o r e  concludes t h a t  approval of t h e  a p p l i c a t i o n  
would no t  be i n  harmony wi th  t h e  genera l  purpose and i n t e n t  o f  
t he  Zoning Regulations and Nap, and would tend t o  a f f e c t  
adversely the  use  of neighboring proper ty  izl  accordance wi th  
the  Pegulations and Maps. It  i s  the re fo re  CPDFRFn t h a t  t h i s  
a p p l i c a t i o n  i s  hereby DEXLED. 

SrOTE: 3-0 (Walter €3, Lewis and TJilliam F, McIntosh t o  deny:  
Leonard L .  McCants t o  deny by proxy; Chloe th ic l  
Woodard Smith and Charles P ,  FTorris no t  v o t i n g ,  
no t  having heard t h e  c a s e . )  



Application No. 13078 
Page 3 

Executive Pirec 

UTJEET: SITE-SECTION 8 2 0 4 . 3  OF THE 2 O N I N P  FICGVPJT S "NO DECISIOPJ  
OR- ORDER O F  THE E30AR-n SHALL TAKE FFFECT T'PTTPL TF?Y M Y S  AFTER 
€LAVING BECOKE FINAL PliPSVAV?' TO THE SlPPLWFXTAL PT'TXS OF PRACTICE 
AND PROCEPURE BEFOP? TEE BOARD OF ZONTNC A D J T T S T ~ ~ ~ T  "' 

FINAL DATE OF ORDER: 


